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ABSTRACT 
This study focuses on cooperative principle violation done by 
Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia season 4 using Grice’s 
theory. Grice expressed cooperative principle to suggest that in 
conversational interaction people work on the assumption that a certain 
set of rules is in operation, unless they receive indications to the 
contrary. The aims of this research are to classify the maxims of 
cooperative principle and to explain how Dodit Mulyanto violates 
cooperative principle to raise humor in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia 
season 4. Besides, this research is also directed to discover the types of 
violation maxims, the most dominant violation maxim, and to explain the 
causes of the most dominant violation maxim in Dodit Mulyanto’s Stand 
Up Comedy Indonesia season 4. This research is conducted using 
qualitative method.  The sources of data are the 17 videos of Dodit 
Mulyanto’s speech during his performance in Stand Up Comedy 
Indonesia Kompas TV season 4 by downloading from YouTube site. The 
data are the utterances of Dodit Mulyanto which considered contain the 
violation of cooperative principles. The data are collected using the 
check list instrument and then analyzed based on the violation on each 
maxim. At the end, the researcher draws the conclusion which is in 
accordance with the research finding. The results of the analysis shows 
that all types of maxim were violated; 12 utterances violation maxim of 
quantity (24,4%), 13 utterances violation maxim of quality (26,5%), 22 
utterances violation maxim of relation (44,9%), and 2 utterances 
violation maxim of manner (4,1%). The most dominant type of violation 
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maxims was the violation maxim of relation because Dodit Mulyanto 
delivered too much message, which is unmatched with the topic or 
changed conversation topic abruptly or did the wrong causality, than is 
required to raise humor in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV 
season 4. 
Keywords: Cooperative Principle, Maxim Violation, Stand Up Comedy. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
The language used in daily life is a unique, arbitrary, and conventional sign system / 
emblem / speech sound which is used by the public in order to communicate each other. 
According to Longman Advanced American Dictionary (2007, p. 895), language is a system 
of communication by written or spoken words which is used by the people of a particular 
country or area. The language built from the habits and the geographical area where the 
speakers are living. Good language developed based on a certain system and a set of rules 
were observed by the speakers.  
Originally, the function of language is as a communication tool (Bühler (1934) in 
Diessel, 2014, p.3). Hence, the language has more specialized function that is for establishing 
relationships, solidarity, and cooperation within the community, the language had been used 
to express mind with the feeling so that the listener will able to sense what is discussed about. 
As a communication tool, the language is used to convey the ideas, feeling, whether real or 
imagination. The imagination function is usually in the form of art works, including poetry, 
stories, fairy tales, and jokes. In the jokes, language is used as a communication tool by 
violating maxims of communication, they are cooperative principle and politeness principle 
maxim. 
The linguistics which examines the violations of maxims in communication is 
pragmatic. Pragmatics is the study of language from the point of view of users, especially of 
the choices they make, the constrain they encounter in using language in social interaction and 
the effect their use of language has on other participant in the act of communication (Crystal 
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1985 in Kasper 1997). It is clear that pragmatics is the study about relation between language 
and context that are used in community. 
The violation of cooperative maxims commonly used in creating humor. The 
utterances that made by Stand Up comedian (comic) in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia (SUCI) 
event on Kompas TV –in this case Dodit Mulyanto- shaping a discourse based on a 
predetermined theme. The discourse is about the problems in society and attractively 
packaged in humor and tends to give the information in the form of persuasive discourse to 
the viewers of Stand up Comedy to provide a solution to these problems. 
Indeed, after the writer, watched the Stand Up Comedy season 4 show, he found some 
phenomena that make him interested in knowing more about the language of humor used by 
Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia season 4 through pragmatic study and to find 
out how Dodit uses the language to raise the humor on his show at Stand Up Comedy 
Indonesia Kompas TV. 
The research questions of the present study are what the maxims of cooperative 
principle which are violated by Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia season 4 in 
order to raise humor and how does Dodit violate cooperative principle to raise humor in Stand 
Up Comedy Indonesia season 4. 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
This chapter discusses some related literature that consists of the definition of 
pragmatics, the theory of cooperative principle, the theory of politeness principle, and the 
definition of maxim violation. 
Pragmatics 
 There are some definitions about pragmatics that can help us to understand it deeply. 
Grundy (2000, p.3) states: “Pragmatics is about explaining how we produce and understand 
such every day, but apparently rather peculiar uses of language.” It means that pragmatics, the 
study explains us how to produce utterances and comprehend what people say in daily 
conversation although maybe they use unfamiliar language. 
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Leech (1983, p.11) explains that general pragmatics is abstraction between the study 
of language in total abstraction from the situation, and the study of more socially specialized 
uses of language. Hence, it is clear that pragmatics is the study about the relation between 
language and context that are used in the community.  
Levinson (1983, p.9) gives a definition that pragmatics is the study of those relations 
between language and context that are grammaticalzed, or encoded in the structure of a 
language. This means pragmatics has relation with grammar because what we will say must 
grammatically correct. Thus, this study cause us learn how to make utterances that are right in 
grammar and the hearer can interpret the meaning. Besides, pragmatics is a systematic way of 
explaining the language use in context. It seeks to explain aspects of meaning which cannot be 
found in the plain sense of words or structures, as explained by semantics.(Moore, 2003).  
From the definitions above, it can be concluded that pragmatics is a field linguistics 
study which does not only explain about language but also explain how to produce and 
understand the language use in our real life following the factors that influence the language 
choice. It teaches us how to apply it in our daily life.   
Pragmatics is relevant with politeness because politeness is a strategy (or series of 
strategies) employed by a speaker to achieve a variety of goals, such as promoting or 
maintaining harmonious relations (Thomas, 1995, p.157). The politeness principle including 
its maxims is one kind of the strategies. 
Cooperative Principle (CP) 
The Cooperative Principle (CP) is proposed by H. P. Grice. Grice expressed CP to 
suggest that in conversational interaction people work on the assumption that a certain set of 
rules is in operation, unless they receive indications to the contrary (Thomas, 1995, p.62). 
When speakers violate any of the maxims lead the addressee or hearer to make what Grice 
calls implicature. Those maxims will be explained as follows.  
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1. Maxim of Quantity  
In this maxim we must (a) Make the contribution as informative as is required for 
the current purpose of the exchange, (b) Do not make our contribution more informative 
than is required (Leech, 1983, p.8). Those rules mean that the number of utterances used 
to deliver message must be informative as what is required and does not more or less than 
it; so that, the information does not boring or disappointing.  
2. Maxim of Quality  
There are two rules in this maxim, they are: (a) Do not say what you believe to be 
false and (b) Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence (Leech, 1983, p.8). 
The meaning of these rules is clear that the delivered message must be truthful and does 
not lack suitable evidence. 
3. Maxim of Relation  
In this maxim, the rule is being relevant (Leech, 1983, p. 8). The meaning of 
“relevant” is the connection between what the speaker says and the addressee hears is 
related each other. 
4. Maxim of Manner  
The rules are: (a) Avoid obscurity of expression, (b) Avoid ambiguity, (c) Be brief 
(avoid unnecessary prolixity), and (d) Be orderly (Leech, 1983, p.8). It means utterance 
that is conveyed must be clear. There are two kinds of clarity, clear text and clear 
message. Clear text is constructed by syntax and phonology of the language. Then, the 
clear message is when the sense of illocutionary goal conveyed is understandable.  
The cooperative principle and the politeness principle have a close relationship 
because they study about the use of language in communication using a set of principles or 
maxims to manage it. Besides, the politeness principle appears to argue the cooperative 
principle. The politeness principle says that not all people are being cooperative in a 
conversation to be polite. 
Maxim Violation 
According to Grice (1975) in Khosravizadeh & Sadehvandi (2011, p.1), a violation 
takes place when speakers intentionally refrain to apply certain maxims in their conversation 
to cause misunderstanding on their participants’ part or to achieve some other purposes. 
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Grice (1975, p.45) in Tupan & Natalia (2008, p.68) gives the criteria of violation of 
maxims used as distinguished guidelines. Here are the guidelines: 
1. Maxim of Quantity Violation:  
a. If the speaker does circumlocution or not to the point 
b. If the speaker is uninformative 
c. If the speaker talks too short 
d. If the speaker talks too much 
e. If the speaker repeats certain words  
2. Maxim of Quality Violation: 
a. If the speaker lies or says something that is believed to be false 
b. If the speaker does irony or makes ironic and sarcastic statement 
c. If the speaker denies something 
d. If the speaker distorts information. 
3. Maxim of Relation Violation 
a. If the speaker makes the conversation unmatched with the topic 
b. If the speaker changes conversation topic abruptly 
c. If the speaker avoids talking about something 
d. If the speaker hides something or hides a fact 
e. If the speaker does the wrong causality  
4. Maxim of Manner Violation 
a. If the speaker uses ambiguous language 
b. If the speaker exaggerates thing 
c. If the speaker uses slang in front of people who do not understand it. 
d. If the speaker’s voice is not loud enough. 
 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
The word research comes from the verb researching which means investigate or 
examine. Whereas, the term methodology is derived from the word metodos and logos. 
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Metodos means: way to go to achieve a goal, whereas logos means: science (Arikunto, 1990, 
p.16), so methodology means a science that discuss about the ways of achieving a truth. Based 
on the understanding above, the methodology is a way to search for truths that can be justified 
scientifically. 
The approach for studying Dodit Mulyanto’s utterances in Stand Up Comedy 
Indonesia is a descriptive qualitative method. Because, a qualitative approach is a research 
procedure that produces the descriptive data in the form of written words. The data sources in 
this study are the utterances of Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV 
season 4 by downloading from YouTube site. Furthermore, the researcher felt that the 
appropriate triangulation to be used in this paper is methodological triangulation. 
Methodological triangulation refers to the need of different instruments in gaining the data. In 
this case, the researcher conducted observation and transcript analysis 
DISCUSSION 
The data were the scripts of Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas 
TV season 4 below which analyzed by violating cooperative principles of conversation in 
detail. This research discovered that all types of maxims were violated and they were shown 
in percentage in the following table. 
The percentage overview of violation maxims in Dodit Mulyanto’s Stand Up Comedy 
Indonesia Kompas TV season 4. 
No. 
Types of Violation 
Maxims 
Frequency 
 
1. Quantity 12 24,5% 
2. Quality 13 26,5% 
3. Relation 22 44,9% 
4. Manner 2 4,1% 
Journal of Pragmatics Research 
Vol. 1, No.1, 2019, pp.43-61 
Website: http://e-journal.iainsalatiga.ac.id/index.php/jopr/index 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1836/jopr.v1i1.43-61  
 
 
 
69 
 
 Total 49 100 % 
Table above shows that there were 49 utterances violation of maxim which were used 
in Dodit Mulyanto’s Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV season 4. First, there were 12 
utterances (24,5%) violation maxim of quantity. Violation maxim of quantity makes the 
speaker always repeat the same words and does circumlocution or not to the point. Second, 
there were 13 utterances (26.5%) violation maxim of quality. Dodit Mulyanto violated maxim 
of quality because it tend to make ironic and sarcastic statement and he said something that he 
believes to be false. Third, there were 22 utterances (44,9%) violation maxim of relation. 
Within the four violation maxims; violation maxim of relation was the most dominant in 
scripts Dodit Mulyanto’s Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV season 4. Violation 
maxim of relation makes the speakers always to speak which is relevant. It means that there is 
a connection between what the speaker says and the addressee hears is related each other. 
Intentionally, Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV season 4 delivered 
too much message, which isunmatched with the topic or changed conversation topic abruptly 
or did the wrong causality, than is required to raise humor. Therefore, it violated the maxim of 
relation. 
After maxim of relation, the most maxim which is used by Dodit Mulyanto is maxim 
of quality. Here, Dodit Mulyanto used some jokes that are believed to be false. In addition, 
Dodit also did irony or said sarcastic statements. Dodit Mulyanto often denied something and 
distorted information. All those effort are done in order to rise humor which violated maxim 
of quality up to 13 utterances (26,5%) from 49 utterance which he done. 
The third maxim which is often Dodit Mulyanto used to perform is maxim of quantity. 
He did violated maxim of quantity up to 12 utterances (24,5%). He makes the contribution 
much of uninformative information as is required for the current purpose of the exchange. He 
also too much gave information. What he has done is violated maxim of quantity. 
The last, those were 2 utterances (4,1%) violation of maxim of manner. It showed that 
violation of maxim of manner was the lowest number in scripts Dodit Mulyanto in Stand Up 
Comedy Indonesia Kompas TV season 4. Dodit Mulyanto seldom violated the maxim of 
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manner because it tends to use ambiguous or violates the utterances that have obscurity. Here 
were some examples of dialogues which violated each maxim. 
After discussing about the maxim violation done by Dodit Mulyanto, here are some of 
the finding examples about the violation of politeness principle and cooperative principle and 
discussion and the using of maxims violation done by Dodit in order to rise humor. 
1. Violation of Maxim of Quantity 
Example 1: 
Kentongan itu ada artinya, kalo dipukul sekali “tuk” “ tuk” “ tuk” sedang terjadi 
peristiwa pembunuhan. Ya, serius di desa tu seperti itu. Kemudian kalo ada bunyi dua 
kali “tuk tuk”  “tuk tuk” sedang terjadi pencurian, kemudian kalo dipukul bunyinya gini 
(memukul seperti penjual mie ayam) maaf kentongannya dibajak.[Penonton tertawa dan 
tepuk tangan]. (P.3 L.3-7). 
Translation 
Kentongan has a variety of meanings, if it is hit once "tuk" "tuk" "tuk". it means 
there is a murder. Yes, seriously.  That what happen in the village. Then, if it is hit twice 
"tuktuk" "tuktuk" it means the event of theft, then if it is hit like this (knocking such as 
chicken noodle seller) sorry, the kentongan has been hijacked [the audiences laugh and 
applause]. 
Analysis 
This sentence was violated maxim of quantity, the researcher found an unnecessary 
sentence in the last of the paragraph, the sentence is: “then if it is hit like this (such as 
chicken noodle seller) sorry, the kentongan has been hijacked”, this information is not 
required by the audience, but Dodit adds this in order to raise humor. 
Example 2: 
Saya makan itu table manner, peralatannya harus lengkap ada sendok, garpu, 
silet[Penonton tertawa] (P.2 L.2-3). 
Translation 
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I used to eat with table manner, the equipment must be complete: spoon, fork, and 
blade [the audiences laugh]. 
Analysis 
This second sentence violated maxim of quantity, the word “blade” in the last of 
the sentence should not be mentioned or may be replaced with the word “knife”, because 
a blade is not included in the table manner equipment or not used as tableware, but this  
kind of violation has raises humor among the audience successfully. The context of his 
speech is that Dodit want to explain about his breakfast. As the Javanese family that 
embrace European culture the breakfast in his family conducted in table manner, but in 
fact he has mistaken in mentioning the table manner stuffs. 
2. Violation of Maxim of Quality 
Example 1: 
Saya itu dilahirkan istimewa, saya dilahirkan secara otodidak, [Penonton tertawa] 
saya lahir bidannya baru datang, jadi saya keluar sendiri [Penonton tertawa]. (P.3 L.1-
2). 
Translation 
I was born specially, I was born autodidactly [the audiences laugh],and when I was 
born the midwife came late, so I go out alone [the audience laugh]. 
Analysis 
According to Dodit, his born was very special, even he can go out from his 
mother’s womb by himself. This utterance violated maxim of Quality, because he said 
something that he believe to be false. Moreover, no body belief that the baby could go out 
by himself without any helping from nurse.  
Example 2: 
Saat saya pertama kali stand up, saya tu sangat takut menatap mata penonton, 
saking takutnya saya menatap mata saya sendiri[penonton tertawa] (P.3 L.1-2). 
Translation 
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When I performed stand up for the first time, I was so scared to look atthe 
audience's eyes, because of fear I looked at my own eyes[the audiences laugh]. 
Analysis 
The second sentence has violated maxim of Quality, it is proofed with the last 
sentence: “because of fear I looked at my own eyes”. As we know that looking at our own 
eyes is something impossible. In this case, Dodit told the audience something that 
believed to be false. This was happened when Dodit’s perform his second speech and told 
his experiences during the first performance, he said that he was nervous and feared to 
look at the audience’s eyes.  
3. Violation of Maxim of Relation 
Example 1: 
Kalo pacaran sama pemain biola tu enak, bisa main titanic-titanican –musiknya 
langsung pakai biola-………… tapi pacar saya biar dipeluk orang lain, lha gimana saya 
bermain –kalau saya harus meluk pacar saya-? [Penonton tertawa] (P.5 L.1-7). 
Translation 
It is good to go out with a violinist, we can play like in the titanic scene -The music 
is immediately from the violin-............ but someone will embrace my girlfriend, so how 
can I play-If I embrace my girlfriend-? [the audiences laugh] (P.5 L.1-7). 
Analysis 
This sentence violated maxim of relation, it is proved with the first sentence “It is 
good to go out with a violinist, we can play like in the titanic scene” has no relation to the 
last sentence “but someone will embrace my girlfriend, so how can I play?” Firstly Dodit 
was proud to be a violinist because he can play like in the titanic best scene -when 
Leonardo De Caprio hugs his girl from behind- and accompanied by his own live music, 
but in the last he realized that he cannot embrace his girlfriend if he must play violin.  
Example 2: 
Saya ndak boleh ngejar ngejar layangan sama bapak saya, saya tu bolehnya 
ngejar ngejar kamu…[Penonton tertawa]  I love u![Penonton tertawa](P.1 L.3-4). 
Translation 
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My father does not let me chase a kite, I was only allowed to chase you...[the 
audiences laugh] I love you! [the audiences laugh]. 
Analysis 
This sentence violated maxim of relation, it is approved with the first sentence: 
“My father do not let me chase a kite” which has no relation with the second sentence: “I 
was only allowed to chase you... I love you”. In this case, the audience was thinking that 
Dodit’s father didn’t allow him to chase a kite because he afraid Dodit will be dirty, tired 
and looks plebeian. But in fact, Dodit answered it because he only allowed to chase a 
beautiful woman. If the sentence is changed like: My father does not let me chase a kite, 
because he afraid I will be tired. The sentence doesn’t rise humor effect. The context here 
is that Dodit is trying to be a romantic man like a classic European man who really adhere 
women by using his own words to flirt the girl.  
4. Violation of Maxim of Manner 
Example 1: 
Tau kan Presiden kita sukanya baris-berbaris? Piyekabare? [penonoton tertawa] 
Iseh penak jamanku tho? [penonoton tertawa] #akurapopo (P.1 L.2-4) 
Translation 
Do you know our former president who loves marching? How are you? [the 
audiences laugh] Is my decade still the best? [the audiences laugh] #I am okay. 
Analysis 
This sentence made some audience do not understand about who is the president 
that being told by Dodit. Hence, this sentence violated maxim of manner. This sentence 
was found after Dodit singing the mars of general election, after singing he explained that 
the song was created by the president at that time. Because the president was a former 
general of armed forces so the song beat was very fast like a marching soldiers, 
furthermore he tried to ask the audience who the president was by giving a code sentence. 
Example 2: 
………koruptor jahat! (P.7 L.4) 
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Translation 
……..the corruptors are criminals! 
Analysis 
In the last of his speech, Dodit said the sentence above without any reason and 
without any foreword and makes the audience confused. At the end, the audience laugh at 
this ambiguity. Because this sentence is unclear, so it has violated maxim of manner. The 
context is when Dodit delivers a speech that he was confused with the condition of this 
nation, then he plays a fast rhythm by his violin and in the last he said the sentence, of 
course the audiences amazed with his ambiguity.  
CONCLUSION 
 After conducting research and analyzing the research problems about cooperative 
principle, it is concluded that Dodit Mulyanto violates all of the four maxims of cooperative 
principle: maxim of Quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of relation, and maxim of manner. 
There was found twelve data on the maxim of quantity violation, whereas the maxim of 
quality violated in thirteen data, maxim of relation is the most frequent maxim to be violated, 
it is proved by the research finding that it was violated twenty two times. Hence, the fewest 
violation occurred on the maxim of manner which only occurred two times. 
Dodit has violated maxims of cooperative principle in various ways in order to raise 
humor of the audience. Maxim of quantity has violated by Dodit Mulyanto by adding an 
unnecessary sentence to his information and those unnecessary additional information 
succeeds to raise humor. Dodit violated maxim of quality by telling lies and saying something 
that is believed to be false by the audience. Whereas maxim of relation violated by Dodit by 
making the speech which is unmatched with the topic or his own statement before. Moreover, 
Dodit violated maxim of manner by using ambiguous language. In addition, Dodit is doing all 
of these violations only to raise humor among the audience and not for the other purpose. 
The violation of cooperative principle is not always become a bad thing in 
communication. On the contrary, it and may be applied in daily life in order to make a joke, to 
perform stand up comedy or public speaking, to make teaching method more interesting for 
Journal of Pragmatics Research 
Vol. 1, No.1, 2019, pp.43-61 
Website: http://e-journal.iainsalatiga.ac.id/index.php/jopr/index 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1836/jopr.v1i1.43-61  
 
 
 
75 
 
the teacher or lecturer and of course, it may be researched again in depth in order to enrich the 
knowledge about humor based on linguistic approach. 
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